GUEST COLUMN

Regulation could exceed EPA authorlty

- ByTimEchols

When I was a kidywe sang a
- song in Sunday school about
the wise man building his
house upon the rock. The sec-
ond verse was about the fool-
ish man building his house up-
on the sand. I think the pres-
ident’s energy policy advis-
ers are building that second
house, and their latest efforts
will do little more than cost
our country billions.

The Environmental Pro-
tection Agency recently an-
nounced the long-awaited pol-
icy on carbon dioxide at ex-
isting power plants across
the country. I spent a week-
~ end reading and posting on so-
cial media the most egregious
parts of the document. As an
energy official for Georgia, I
should advise you to open a
new savings account, because
- this EPA rule is going to hurt.

It is not completely clear
the EPA can actually imple-
ment a carbon policy. Remem-
ber, the president was unable
to get his “cap and trade” poli-
cy through Congress, and that
was all about carbon. I also be-
lieve this “reduction” in car-

. bon approach goes well be-

. yond what the Clean Air Act
intended; it was originally
designed to regulate power
plants, .ot set energy policy.
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The EPA rule further erodes
state powers and the Georgia
Public Service Commission’s

- responsibility to determine

how power is produced. This
is not the first time our presi-
dent has encroached on state
sovereignty.

- As AJC columnist Kyle Wing-
field points out, the rule
would create a “perverse” in-
centive to burn more coal else-
where, “because absent a ban

| on exports, American coal will

still be mined, shipped over-
seas in massive quantities, and
probably sold at cheaper pric-
es, to countries whose power
plants have virtually no regu-
lations on them.”

But those on the president’s
team say the EPA rule will go
a long way to persuade oth-
ers to join the fight to save the
planet.

When you ¢ ad the 1,640-

- plus pages of the EPA rule, you

will hopefully conclude what I
did. This rule is about philos-
ophy, politics and legacy, not
science. On Page 66, the doc-
ument states that carbon con-
centrations “by the end of the

~ century would increase to lev-

els that the Earth has not ex-
perienced for millions of

years.” We have heard this be-
| fore: .

Before the government en-
acts another energy rule, why

~ doesn’t it first keep its prom-

ise about handling nuclear
waste? Nuclear waste is harm-

- ful for 10,000 years or more,

yet not a single ounce of it has
been dealt with properly. We

- are not allowed to do anything
else with it, such as recycling.

After we get the waste issue
safely resolved, then we can

. look at other issues.

“Climate talk” is in vogue
right now and is receiving un-
precedented media coverage.
That doesn’t give the EPA the

- right to exceed its authority.
- Historically, the EPA has fo-

cused on the power plant itself
and little else. Until Congress

. expressly authorizes it to do

so, the EPA has no business af-
fecting energy efficiency, solar

~ and even the power plants we

get to turn on.
I’m not sure even Congress

can rein in this agency at this

. point in our country’s devel-
o

opment. Here’s hoping for a
very big wave.
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